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FUTURE PUNISHMENT, &c. 


L E F F TR EK 


Dear SIR, 


1 HAD the pleaſure to receive your favour, and bleſs 
God that, at ſuch an advanced age, amidſt ſo many in- 
firmities of body, you are able to preach and write. May 
all your few remaining days, be days of comfort, and uſe- 
fulneſs to the churches of Chriſt! | 


You have thought it proper, in ſtrong language, to ex- 


pou your wiſhes that I would write a Reply to Mr. 
INCHESTER,” au to aſk © why won't you? A requelt fo 
ſtrongly urged from a perſon ſo much eſteemed, cannot be 
treated with indifference; eſpecially as ſeveral others, for 
whom my regard is very conſiderable, have intimated a 
ſimilar deſire. | 


On this occaſion, I am not unwilling to open my mind, 
and to ſpeak plainly. I have not much leiſure, and my 
diſinclination to controverſy is very great. My heart is 
too ready to grow barren without the dry work of diſpu- 
tation, even when employed on the moſt important ſub- 
jets, in the moſt practical manner. Beſides Mr. W's 
Remarks on my D 
future Puniſhment, to ſpeak in the ſofteſt language, ap- 
' peared to me of ſuch a caſt, as not to require a reply. On 
theſe accounts, when I had read his remarks, I laid them 
aſide, not deſigning ever to give them a ſecond peruſal. 


I know 


iſcourſe concerning the Eternity of | 
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n 
— 


are frequently 


tat a teacher of infinite wiſdom and goodneſs, would fre- 


6 I. 


I know we often conclude too haſtily. The ſame ob- 
Je is not always viewed by different perſons in the ſame 
point of light. But as you and others ſeem to think his 
remarks may affect the minds of ſome people, I ſubmit 
to the judgment of thoſe who have made obſervations 
which I cannot make; and canſequently, in this reſpect, 
as well as many others, are undoubtedly much wiſer than 
myſelf, If you think, Sir, that this letter, and ſeveral 


others, which by divine permiſſion will follow it, are 


worthy of being read, I ſhall make no objection againlt 
the publication of them. 

As Mr. W. has not thought proper to conſider the ar- 
guments which I propoſed, to prove the Eternity of future 
puniſhment, I think it may not be improper here to give 
a ſummary view of them, that the reader may take in the 
evidence they contain, almoſt at one glance. | 


« The New Teſtament is the only book in the world 
to which we can ſafely advert, as an infallible inſtructor 
on this head. The New Teſtament is very expreſs on the 
ſubject. The paſſages are many which proſeſſedly treat on 
the ſubject.— Theſe paſſages teach what is the duration of 
this puniſhment. —We may, therefore, advert to that in- 
fallible book with the utmoſt ſafety.” 


«The future puniſhment of the wicked is poſitively 
called — puniſhment. This »nd ſimilar epithets 
uſed on the ſubject. It is hard to ſuppoſe 


quently uſe phraſes ſo ſtrong and expreſſive, if he had not 
eſigned to inform us that future puniſhment is properly 
eternal.” | | 
„The word which we render eternal! and everlafling, is 
rightly tranſlated. This appears from many patllages 
where it is uſed on other occaſions, in which it has unde- 
niably the ſame ſignification; and it cannot be proved to 
have a different meaning in any one place of the New 


* Teſtament, though it is uſed no leſs than ſeventy times. 


Our learned tranſlators ſo underſtood it, and thus it has 
been generally underſtood in all ages of Chriſtianity.” 

The duration of future puniſhment is alſo expreſſed by 
another phraſe, ſtill more full and deciſive; perhaps the 


moſt 


EF 7 


moſt ſo of any phraſe within the compaſs of language. 
The phraſe I mcan is, for ever and ever ; which phraſe is 
uſed by the New Teſtament writers only. They uſe it 
twenty times; and always to expreſs c/ernal duration in 
the fulle(t and ſtrongeſt manner. It ſeems that the Holy 
Spirit has adopted this uncommon expreſſion, (which does 
not appear to have been known among men before that 
age,) tor the purpoſe of giving us the tulleſt view of this 
tremendous object, of which the mind of man is capable.” 


« Some paſſages of Scripture clearly explain the meaning 
of that word which we tranſlate everlaſling, and prove that 
it is deſigned by the Holy Spirit to expreſs eternal dura- 
tion.” 

« Weare poſitively aſſured in Scripture that the ungodly, 
unbelievers, and thoſe who die in their fins ſhall not ſee 
life, ſhall not ſee the kingdom of God, All theſe paſſages 
clearly confirm the ſame doctrine.“ 


In other paſſages, eternal life is promiſed to the righ- 
teous, as their peculiar portion. Theſe promiſes are nu- 
merous; and evidently imply the excluſion of others from 
that life and glory to which the righteous are entitled. 
Such paſſages would ſeem to have no force nor meaning, if 
it were a truth that all men ſhall be finally reſtored to 
life and happineſs.” 

« The miſerable condition of ſome notorious ſinners is 
expreſſed in ſuch language as forbids us to believe the doc- 
trine of univerſal reſtoration. It 1s poſitively declared by 
our bleſſed Saviour that thoſe who fin againſt the Holy 
Ghoſt « ſhall not be forgiven, either in this world, or the 
world to come; but are expoſcd to eternal damnation.” 
It is ſaid of Judas the traitor, «It had been good for that 
man, if he had not been born.” Theſe declarations are 
moſt evidently incompatible with the reſtoration and ſal- 
vation of all mankind.” | 


„With regard to all that die in fin, they are repreſented 
as being * calt into everlaſting fire, where the worm dieth 
not, and the fire is not quenched.” To reconcile this 
with the final reſtoration of all lapſed intelligences, appears 


to be utterly impoſſible, If everlaſting, unguenchable fire be 
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the portion of thoſe who live and die in ſin, univerſal ſalva- 
tion cannot be a truth.“ 


Excuſe it, dear Sir, that I have given you the trouble 
of running over theſe topics. You know I at leaſt endea- 
voured to confirm the great doctrine for which Icon tend, 
from theſe ſeveral conſiderations, in that Diſcourſe, on 
which Mr. W. has thought it proper to remari, and yet 
he has not ſo much as attempted to anſwer one argument 


- which I made uſe of as grounded on them. Qught not a 


Remarter, Sir, to have taken up theſe arguments, and to 
have fairly examined them? If they are valid, they cer- 
tainly overthrow his hypotheſis. If they are not valid, he 
undoubtedly ought to have ſhewn the weakneſs of them, 
T ſhall not venture to ſuggeſt a ſurmiſe with regard io the 
reaſon why he did not attempt it. If others choule to 
conjecture on the ſubject, J cannot help it. 


But whatever force there was in the conſiderations ad- 
duced in my Diſcourſe, that torce yet remains ag unt the 


doctrine of univerſal ſalvation; a doftrine which, lam ver- 


ſuaded, has not the ſupport of ove ſiugle paſſage in all the 
Bible. If life, health, and leiſure be continued. T intend, 


God willing, in my next, to give you my thoughts or the 


importance of the doctrine in queſtion. In the mean time, 


I am, Sir, 


affectionately your's, &c. 


LETTER. 


CS 1 


DAR Sin, 


T is certainly very proper to conſider the importance of 
Lay ſubject on which our thoughts are employed. 
That all ſubjects are not of equal importance, will, I think 
on all hands be allowed. It is the part of a wiſe man to 
conſider this; and to proportion his attention, as nearly as 
may be, to the weight ot the ſubject to which he attends; 
otherwiſe he will be in danger ot collecting mere pebbles, 
and negl-ting pearls; or in the language of inſpiration, 
he may be unhappy enough to “ ſow the wind, and reap 
the whirlwind.” 

Reſpecting the importance of the doctrine now in 
queſtion, it is poſſible that men, on both ſides, have gone 
to extremes. hile ſome have magnified the importance 
of it exceedingly, as though no other ſubje& were of equal 
moment, others have been ready to pronounce it a matter 
of mere ſpeculation, ſcarcely worthy of being debated. 
Nor is it impoſſible to adduce evidence that the ſame per- 
ſons have, at different times, and on different occaſions, 
verged nearly to both the extremes which I here mention. 
My opinion is, that on both ſides, the different parties 
have gone too far. Some have imagined the doctrine for 
which I am an advocate, of more conſequence than it 
really is; while others have unwarily deemed it of leſs mo- 
ment than the circumſtances of it will permit. I beg 
leave, Sir, with all deference to your judgment, to attempt 
a brief diſcuſſion of this point, in order to place the ſubject, 
in ſome meaſure, in it's proper light, I do not know that 
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this has hitherto been attempted, though it ſtrikes me as a 
matter of no ſmall neceſſity. & 


I ſhall premiſe here, for the benefit of my younger 
friends, who would with always to proceed on ſafe ground 
and not to ſpend their time in trifles; who would « thun 
old wives' fables,” and not “ labour in vain, or ſpend 
their ſtrength for nought,” that I humibly apprehend, we 
ought to purſue ſome method ſimiſar to that of which this 

letter may be conſidered as a ſpecimen, in examining the 
importance of every doctrine which comes under our con- 
ſidcration, before we employ much thought or time in con- 
ſidering the doctrine itſel. 

1. The duration of future puniſhment is certainly a 
doctrine of divine revelation. God has been pleaſed to ſay 
ſomething concerning it, whatever that ſomething be. In 
this 1 ſuppoſe all thinking perſons are agreed. Now cer- 
tainly nothing can be a trifle, concerning which it hath 
pleaſed the great God to reveal his mind to man. His in- 
hnite dignity and majelty ſtamp an awtul importance on 

all that he is pleaſed to reveal; and moſt juſtly demand our 
reverential and ſolemn attention. This is not only ſelf- 
evident, hut may be eaſily collected from Heb. xii. 25. and 
| many other paſſages of Scripture. 
2. It is a doctrine which reſpects our final, and ever- 
| laſting condition. To be happy or miſerable for a few 
| months or years, is conſidered as an object of great mo- 
ment. But if the puniſhment of ſinners in the next world 
be everlaſiing puniſhment, a puniſhment from which there 
is no redemption, ſurely ſuch a ſubject calls for our cloſeſt 
attention and careful improvement. 


| 3. When we inveſtigate the importance of any doctrine, 
it is very neceſſary to conſider the obvious tendency of 
that doctrine, and the influence it may be reaſonably ſup- 
poſed to have on the minds of men. The fear of puniſh- 
ment in general, is adapted to awaken the mind to avoid 


it. Every man feels this in himſelf; and it ſeems to be a 
fundamental 


+ When I had prepared this Letter for the preſs, I had not 
feen Mr. Horberry's Treatiſe on Future Puniſhment, at the 
end of which I find ſom? Remarks on the importance of this 


Doctrine. 
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fundamental ſentiment in every civil government, and 2 
fundamental truth of Scripture. It is evident that this idea 
is ſuppoſed in all the penalties annexed to human laws, aud 
in all the threatenings contained in the inſpired volume. 


It is equally evident, and univerſally experienced that 
our fears of puniſhment, and endeavours to avoid it, ate 
naturally excited in proportion to the perſuaſion we feel of 
it's duration. No realonable being, I think, can diſpute 
the truth ot this, 


If then the Efernity of future puniſhment be a doctrine 
of Scripture, and men be perſuaded to believe that this pu- 
niſhment is only Zemporary, it will certainly, according to 
the feelings and underitandings of all mankind, and accor- 
ding to the fundamental principles on which all penal laws, 
both human and divine are founded, weaken one great 
mean which God in his wiſdom has made uſe of, to deter 
men from iniquity. Surely the conſideration of this may 
well alarm every one who is concerned for the interelt of 
holineſs, and who withes the welfare of mankind. 


I may add, it is a fact to which the obſervation and ex- 
erience ot many bear witneſs, that the ſcripture doctrine 
of everlalting puniſhment, has actually been, in all ages, 
and ſtillis a great mean in the hands of God, of awakening 
the conſciences of finners, to turn them from their ſins. 
There have been very few goſpel miniſters, and very tew 
who have fat under an awakening gofpel miniſtry, who 
have not proved this by experience, 


Again, the Eternity of future puniſhment, as connected 
with perſevering iniquity, has a happy tendency to diſcover 
the enormous guilt of fin, and the value of free ſalvation 
by the Lord jeſus Chriſt. It is adapted to endear the 
blefſed Redeemer, and his glorious redemption to the ſoul, 
and to ſtamp an infinite importance on that precious , 
which cleanſeth from all fin. It is therefore of vaſt mo- 
ment to the ſouls of men, and to the interelts of goſpel 
truth. 


I add once more; the unhappy influence which 
the doctrine of univerſal reſtoration may have on our 
belief of other goſpel truths, will afford no incon- 
ſiderable argument, to prove the importance of the 

doctrine 
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doctrine now in queſtion, The duration of puniſhment is 
expreſſed in the fame language with the duration of hea- 
venly glory. It is not to be imagined, therefore, that the 
diſbehief of the one will not influence the mind to doubt 
the other. It is a known fact, that Mr. Whilton, Who 
had, perhaps, more reverics in his head, than any man of 
his age, embraced, though with ſome peculiarines, the 
ſtrange notion of univerſal reſtoration, aud, being preiied 
with the argument juſt now mentioned, went 40 tar as to 


intimate his doubts concerning the eternity of g/sry as the 


portion of the ſaints; and even in effect to intimate his 
doubts that the time may come when Chritt alſo himſelf 
ſhall ceaſe to be.“ Who can read it without trembling ? 
God jorbid that I ſhould apply 2 Lin. iii. 13. to any man 
upon earth! But it is the word of infallible truth. The 
good Lord deliver us from the dreadtul curle contained 


in it! 


4. If we conſider how frequently this doctrine is incul- 
cated in Scripture, and for what purp:ſes, as we do with re- 
ſpect to other doctrines, this will exhibit a proof of it's iin- 
portance, perhaps more copious, and more obvious than 
any that has yet been mentioned. The“ Eternity of fu- 
ture punithnient * is not mentioned once or twice in the 
Scriptures, as it were by the bye; but very frequently, 
as all who have attentively read the New Teſtament mult 
know, The places are referred to in my late Diſcourſe on 


the ſubject. : 


The accgſians on which the doctrine was taught, and 


the purpsjes deligned to be accompliſhed by it, which abun- 


dantly prove it's great importance, may be ealily collected 
irom the paſſages themlelves, 723 

On examining theſe paſſages, we find that John the 
Baptiſt, our bleſſed Saviour, and his Apoſtles, taught this 
doctrine on the following occaſions. 


To alarm hypocrites, who had taken up or might take 
up the form of religion, without the ſpirit and uniform 
practice of it. Thus Mat. ili. 12, John the Baptilt, ſpeak- 
ing of Jeſus, ſays, «whoſe fan is in his hand, and he will 

throughly 


_ * Doddridge's Lectures, p. 575. and Horberry on Fu- 
ture Puniſhment, | 
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throughly purge his floor, and gather the wheat into his 
varner: but he will burn up the chaff with unquenchable 
fire,” | 


To enforce the praQtice of ſelf-denial, and reſolution in 
religion. Mat. xviii. 8. If thy hand or thy foot offend 
thee, cu t them off, and caſt them from thee ; it is better for 
thee to enter into life, halt or maimed, rather than having 


—— 
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two hands or two feet, to be caſt into everlaſting fire.” 1 
To ſhew the inſufficiency of any profeſſion of —_— | 

without the genuine fruits of it; as in Mat. xxv. Our 9 


Saviour, having warned his hearers againſt this, in two 
awful and alarming parables, he gives us a ſtriking repre- 
ſentation of the judgment day, and the fruits which will 
be enquired after at that tremendous period. He ſets the 
3 and carnal profeſſors on his fe hand, and thoſe 
who are truly religious, and have brought forth fruit, on 
his right. He informs us that *the king will ſay to thoſe 
on the left had, depart from me, ye curſed, into everlaſting 
fire, prepared for the devil and his angels;” and that 
theſe on the left hand, “ ſhall go away into everlaſting pu- 
- nithment, but the righteous into life eternal.” V. —＋ 4 


To alarm ſuch as oppoſe the divine miſſion, authority, 
and doctrine of Chriſt, by ſhewing them how near th 
are to the commiſſion of the ſin againſt the Holy Ghoſt, 
which will never be forgiven. Mar. iii. 29. He that 
ſhall blaſpheme againſt the Holy Ghoſt hath never forgive- 
neſs, but is in danger of eternal damnation,” 


To point out the dreadful ſtate of all unbelievers. 
John it, 36. „He that believeth on the Son hath ever- 
alting life; but he that believeth not the Son ſhall net ſee 
life ; but the wrath of God abideth on him.” 2 Theſſ. i. 
7, 8, 9. © The Lord Jeſus ſhall be revealed from heaven 
with his mighty angels in flaming fire, taking vengeance 
on them that know not God, and that obey not the goſpel 
of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt ; who ſhall be puniſhed with ver- 


laſting deſtruction, from the preſence of the Lord, and 
trom the glory of his power.” 


To animate true believers to contend with, and oppoſe 
wanton, lafcivious profeſſors, leſt they be enſnared by them, 
and fo drawn off from the ſimple, pure religion of Jeſus 
Chriſt. So the apoſtle Jude mentions the danger and mi- 

. ery to which theſe NES n are expoſed. _ 
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he does by referring to the Iſraelites who believed not, 
when God had done ſo much for them; vet he afterwards 
deſtroyed them. The angels that ſinned are «reſerved in 
everlaſting chains to the judgment of the great day,” and 
Sodom and Gomorrha, thoſe wicked cities, are * [et forth 
for an example, ſuffering the vengeance of eternal fire.” 
Jude v. 4. —8. - 

This doctrine is employed to warn the worſhippers of 
the bealt, by ſhewing the diſmal ſtate of all ſuch, as well as 
of the beaſt, and the falſe prophet, and of the devil who de- 
' ceived them. Theſe, together with all impenitent ſinners, 
ſhall be caſt into the lake of fire and brimſtone, and ihall 
be tormented day and night, for ever and ever. Com- 
pare Rev. xiv. 9, 10, II. XiX. 3. xx. 10, 15. XXi, 8. 


In the laſt place, Paul aſſerts this great truth, to ſhew the 
ſtate of thoſe profeſſors who are unduly attached to earthly 
things, and carnal gratifications ;- and to engage the Phi- 
lippiarr converts to imitate his holy example, and beware 
of ſuch unhappy perſons, whoſe end is deſtruction, Not 
their end is ſalvation; but agſtructioan. Phil. iii. 17.—20. 

Thus it appears from plain ſact, what views God him- 
ſelf has of the importance of this doctrine, the Eternity of 
future puniſhment. 1 employs this doctrine in 
his word, for the purpoſe of rouſing and awakening ſinners 
to repentance, and of warning and cautioning the ſaints. 
The all · wiſe God muſt know the efficacy of this doctrine; 
and it muſt follow that thoſe who — it, do what they 
can, in this inſtance, to deprive goſpel miniſters of one 
conſiderable inſtrument, which has always been uſed with 
good effect, for the converſion of ſinners, and the ſafety, 


and edification of thoſe who believe. 

May theſe conſiderations deeply impreſs the hearts of 
thoſe who are unhappily enſnared by the deluſive doctrine 
of univerſal ſalvation, and of all who read theſe pages; 
that they may be reduced to practice by them; and eſpe- 


cially by, Do 8 
N ir, 
Your's affectionately, &c. 


LETTER 
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DEAR Six, 


ww months ago, probably from too favourable an idea 
of myabilities, many of my friends wiſhed me to publiſh 
my thoughts on the Eternity of future puniſhment, to prevent 
the miſchievous effects of the contrary doctrine, which, as 
they and I thought, were likely to be produced in ſome 
minds, I earneſtly wiſhed to be excuſed, for ſeveral rea- 
ſons, which I need not mention to you; and, for ſome 
time, I poſitively refuſed compliance. At laſt, however, 
from the conſideration of ſuch paſſages as Gal. vi. 10. 
and Jam. iv. 17. I yielded'to the perſuaſion of my 
pious friends, and publiſhed a Diſcourſe on that ſubject; 
not indeed, ſtrictly in the controverſial form; but endea- 
vouring to ſtate, in what appeared to me a ſcripture light, 
the doctrine above- mentioned. Whatever defects there 
may be in that Diſcourſe, I do not repent the publication 
of it; having reaſon to believe it has been made uſeful to 
many. Let all the glory be given to him to whom all 


glory and praiſe are eternally due! 


Mr. W. thought it proper to publiſh “ ſome remarks" 
on that Diſcourſe. "Theſe I 4 ; but thinking a reply 
unneceſſary, I concluded not to make any. Yet ſeveral 
perſons, for whom I have much eſteem, have ſignified that 
they thought a reply was neceſſary, and might be uſeful, 
I was not, however, perſuaded to write again on the ſub- 
ject, till I received your laſt letter. In conſequence of 
your requeſt, J have given Mr. W's remarks a ſecond pe- 
ruſal; and now put ” the thoughts which, on this ay 
B 2 co 
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he does by referring to the Iſraelites who believed not, 
when God had done fo much for them; vet he afterwards 
deſtroyed them. The angels that ſinned are „ reſerved in 
everlaſting chains to the judgment of the great day,” and 
Sodom and Gomorrha, thoſe wicked cities, are * (et forth 
for an example, ſuffering the vengeance of eternal fire.” 
Jude v. 4 —8. - 
This doctrine is employed to warn the worſhippers of 
the beaſt, by ſhewing the diſmal ſtate of all ſuch, as well as 
of the beaſt, and the falſe prophet, and of the devil who de- 
* ceived them. Theſe, together with all impenitent ſinners, 
ſhall be caſt into the lake of fire and brimſtone, and ſhall 
be tormented day and night, for ever and ever. Com- 
pare Rev. xiv. 9, 10, II, xix. 3. xx. 10, 15. Xxi. 8. 


In the laſt place, Paul aſſerts this great truth, to ſhew the 
ſtate of thoſe profeſſors who are unduly attached to earthly 
things, and carnal gratifications; and to engage the Phi- 
lippiarr converts to imitate his holy example, and beware 
of ſuch unhappy perſons, whoſe end is deſtruction. Not 
their end is ſalvation; but deftirufiom. Phil. iii. 17,—20, 

Thus it appears from plain fat, what views God him- 
ſelf has of the importance of this doctrine, the Eternity f 
future puniſhment. He 8 employs this doctrine in 
his word, for the purpoſe of rouſing and awakening ſinners 
to repentance, and of warning and cautioning the ſaints. 
The all- wiſe God muſt know the efficacy of this doctrine; 
and it muſt follow that thoſe who y_ it, do what they 
can, in this inſtance, to. deprive goſpel miniſters of one 
conſiderable inſtrument, which has always been uſed with 
good effect, for the converſion of ſinners, and the ſafety, 


and edification of thoſe who believe. : 

May theſe conſiderations deeply impreſs the hearts of 
thoſe who are unhappily enſnared by the deluſive doctrine 
of univerſal ſalvation, and of all who read theſe pages; 
that they may be reduced to practice by them; and eſpe- 


Dear Sir, 


Your's affectionately, &c. 
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DAR Sin, 


8 months ago, probably ſrom too favourable an idea 

of myabilities, many of my friends wiſhed me to publiſh 
my thoughts on the Eternity of future puniſhment, to prevent 
the miſchievous effects of the contrary doctrine, which, as 
they and I thought, were likely to be produced in ſome 
minds, I earneſtly wiſhed to be excuſed, for ſeveral rea- 
ſons, which I need not mention to you; and, for ſome 
time, I poſitively refuſed compliance. At laſt, however, 
from the conſideration of ſuch paſſages as Gal. vi. 10. 
and Jam. iv. 17. I yielded to the perſuaſion of my 
pious friends, and publiſhed a Diſcourſe on that ſubject; 
not indeed, ſtrictly in the controverſial form; but endea- 
vouring to ſtate, in what appeared to me a ſcripture light, 
the doctrine above-mentianed. Whatever defects there 
may be in that Diſcourſe, I do not repent the publication 
of it; having reaſon to believe it has been made uſeful to 
many. Let all the glory be given to him to whom all 
glory and praiſe are eternally due! 

Mr. W. thought it proper to publiſh “ ſome remarks” 
on that Diſcourſe. "Theſe I read; but thinking a reply 
unneceſſary, I concluded not to make any. Yet ſeveral 
perſons, for whom I have much eſteem, have ſignified that 
they thought a reply was neceſſary, and might be uſeful. 
I was not, however, perſuaded to write again on the ſub. 
jeR, till I received your Jaſt letter. In conſequence of 
your requeſt, I have given Mr. W's remarks a ſecond pe- 
ruſal; and now put down the thoughts which, on this — 
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cond peruſal, occurred to my mind, and which I ſubmit 
to your candid conſideration. Previous to this, you will 

rmit me to mention two or three things, which I think 
ought to be kept in mind by Mr. W. by myſelf, and by 
every reader, | 


1. Mr. W's view of the great importance of this con- 
troverſy. © No controverſy,” he ſays, „of equal Inpor- 
tance with this was ever preſented to mankind.” P. 41. 
This is very different from what he and ſome others have 
ſaid on other occaſions; and, I think is very extravagant. 
Yet I eſteem it a controverſy of no ſmall importance, as 
you may obſerve from my laſt letter. However, we ſhall 
all admit that in proportion to it's importance, it ought to 
be' managed with caution and reverence. We ought to 
be well perſuaded that our ground is ſolid; and that we 
have a plain * thus ſaith the Lord,” for what we affirm, 


2. I obſerve that Mr. W. fays «© We both have our eyes 
upon the Scriptures of the New Teſtament.” P. 43; 

his gives me pleaſure. It is moſt obviouſly neceſſary, 
for reaſons mentioned in my Diſcourſe on the ſubject. 1 
therefore ſincerely agree to it. 


3. Mr. W. and his friends have propoſed rules for fix- 
ing the ſenſe of the words and phraſes which are of pecu- 
he importance on the ſubje& in debate; and Mr. W. has 
Publiſhed them. To theſe I referred with approbation, in 
my Diſcourſe... P. 18, 20. I hope he will keep to his 
own rules, and earneſtly requeſt him to do it. If, accord- 
ing to theſe, the words be not expreſſive of eternal duration, 
we give up the point. If they be, I ſhould think every 
man of common ſenſe muſt allow that it is one of the moſt 
abſurd things in the world to pretend to argue againſt it. 
„According to Mr. W's own rules, 1 endeavoured to 
prove that we rightly underſtand the words in queſtion, 
and that our common tranſlation of them, which has been 
ſo univerſally received, needs no correction. Ought he 
not, Sit; to have either diſproved the fact, or acknowledged 
the truth of it? I believe that you, and every intelligent 
reader will ſay he certainly ought. Yct he has paſſed by 
this; and all my other arguments, without ſo much as at- 
bac : | tempting 
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tempting to anſwer one of them. Ts not this a very pecu- 
liar way of remarking on the performance of another? 


4. He ventures to aver that his doctrine is “not col- 
lected from Scripture, merely by implication ; but poſitively 
and repeatedly aſſerted in various forms of ſpeech.” I be- 
lieve no man ever went ſo far before him. I think ſuch 
an aſſertion will aſtoniſn many of his readers. Yet on 
this ground he charges all chriſtians that they do not“ dare 
to reject it, leſt they ſhould be found guilty of making God 
a liar.” P. 53, 54. A charge of ſuch magnitude, uttered 
with ſo much ſolemnity, undoubtedly demands our ſerious 
attention, I call upon him, therefore, it is fair and reaſon- 
able to call upon him, to produce thoſe paſſages, in which 
it is „ poſitively and repeatedly aſſerted“ in any forms of 
ſpeech whatſoever, „without implication,” that * the 
wicked ſhall be delivered from hell, and reſtored to happi- 
neſs.” The credit of his cauſe, and his own credit molt 
certainly require him to produce theſe paſſages, or to recant 
theſe ſtrange expreſſions; which, one would think no ſober 
man could have been capable of uttering. I hope he will 
have modeſty enough not to wiſh us to believe the doctrine 
till he have produced the paſſages. It is incontrovertibly 
certain that he has not yet produced one of them. 


Now, Sir, with theſe four objects in view, it is a 
that we give the ſubject a fair diſcuſſion. It is a ſubject of 
yery great importance—to be determined by the New 
Tettament we interpret words and phraſes by Mr. W's 
own rules—and we go upon the ground of expreſs teſti» 
mony. : | 

All that I have to do at preſent, is to conſider Mr. W's re- 
marks in their order. Theſe remarks have hardly any re- 
lation to the arguments which are offered in my diſcourſe; 
ſo that whether thoſe arguments be valid or not, they evi- 
dently ſtill retain all the — they ever had, notwithſtand- 
ing his remarks. This is rather a ſingular circumſtance, 
but we muſt take things as they are. 


Mr. W. begins his remarks with a very conſiderable ac- 
knowledgment. He ſays « The threatenings of everlaſt- 
ing fire, everlaſting deſtruction, eternal damnation, eternal fire, 
and everlaſting puniſhment—would have ſettled the poi — 
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with me, as much as with him, notwithſtanding all the in- 
ſtances of the words being uſed in a limited ſenſe in the 
Bible, did I not find expreſs promiſes in the fame Book 
&c.” On which I obſerve 
1. That this conceſſion ſeems to be very extenſive. Tt 
the words juſt now mentioned do not properly ſignify 
endlefs, how could theſe expreſſions have * ſettled the 
int“ with our author, in favour of the doctrine of endleſs 
puniſhment? Surely no words could poſſibly fc7/le this point 
with an attentive reader, unleſs thoſe words naturally con- 
vey the idea, and ſuggeſt the doctrine; and theſe words 
cannot poſſibly ſuggeſt that doArine, unleſs they naturally 
fignify eternity of duration. If this be not their meaning, 
the doctrine cannot be either contained in them, or de- 


duced from them. 

On the other hand, if the word which we render ever- 
| Hafting and eternal, be ſo expreſſive of endleſs duration, as to 
be ſufficient to *ſettle the point“ with an attentive reader, 
one can hardly imagine that the Holy Spirit would ever 
dictate any promiſes which naturally teach a different doc- 
trine. It a word be fo frequently uſed on this head, as to 
fettte the point in queſtion, and yet the New Teſtament 
teach a contrary doctrine, who can vindicate the divineau- 
thority of Scripture? I am perſuaded there is no argument 
which either Jews or Deiſts ever made uſe of, that would 
operate fo powerfully againſt the truth and inſpiration of 
the New Teſtament, as that which might be derived from 
fuch palpable contradictions as are ſuppoſed in Mr. W's 
remark. Is it alſo very bold, Sir, to charge people with 
making God a har, becauſe they believe a doArine which 
Mr. W himſelf confeſſes is fo fully taught in ſuch ,a num- 


der of expreſs paſſages?  _ 
- 2. Mr. W. ſays, © Notwithſtanding all the inſtances of 
the words being uſed in a limited ſenſe in the Bible.” But 
you know, Sir, it was ſuppoſed, at leaſt, in the Diſcourſe 
on which Mr. W. is remarking, that the Holy Spirit in 
the New Teſtament, to which we unitedly appeal, has 
never uſed the word in a limited ſenſe. Mr. W. has not 

roved the contrary, nor attempted to prove it. Till he 


ve proved the contrary, I think we are allowed by all the 
| | rules 
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rules of fair argumentation, to aſſume it as 2 fact, that the 
Spirit of God intended to expreſs endleſs duration by the 
word a, which is fo conſtantly tranſlated everlaſting 
and eternal; and conſequently, that the punithment of the 
wicked, the duration of which is ſo frequently expreſſed 
by this word, is everlaſting puniſhment. 


It is very obſervable, and I think it ought to be partici- 
larly remarked, that our author expreſſes himſelf on this 
ſubject with much ambiguity, and if I miltake not, with 
much inconliſtency. Sometimes he tells us theſe terms 
are ſo clear and ſtrong that they wonld have * ſettled the 
point with him,” were it not for the promiſes of Scripture. 
Certainly then in Mr. W's opinion the word aww is ex- 
preſſive of duration, and even of eternal duration. Other- 
wiſe, it could never have this influence on his judgment. 


At other times, he ſpeaks of the word having a /im:ted 
ſenſe. By this, I ſuppoſe he means it is expreſſive of J- 
mited duration : otherwiſe, I do not underſtand him. If 
this be his meaning, how could the uſe of it, on this occa- 
ſion, © ſettle the point with him” in favour of the eternity 
of future puniſhment? 


On other occaſions, it ſeems to be his opinion that the 
word has nothing to do with duration at all; but rather per- 
petuity. He ſays „it conveys the idea of perpetual, unceaſ- 
ing.” How then can it “ ſettle the point,” in favour of 
eternal duration? Or how can it have a /imited ſenſe, or be 
expreſſive of /:mited duration, if it do not convey the idea of 
duration, but rather of perpetuity? : 


Again; he intimates that the word denotes a period Sid. 
den, or concealed. I ſuppoſe he means hidden, as to the 
duration of it. He ſays „it was a very proper word to 
expreſs the nature of that puniſhment which is to have no 
intermiſſion, and whoſe duration is hidden, and known 
only to God.” How this word ſhould expreſs the nature 
of pupiftment, I cannot conceive, But what I princi- 
pally obſerve is, that it's «duration is hidden, and known 
only to God.“ According to this account, the word is 
not expreſſive of duration, either eternal or limited. It 
gives us na aſſiſtance at all in forming a judgment of the 
duration of future puniſhment. It is only deſigned to in- 

form 
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form us that we can know nothing about it; whether it be 
eternal or temporary, whether, it temporary, it be long of 
ſhort ; whether it be fitty thouſand years, or five minutes, 
Compare p. 41, 42, 45, 47, 48. | 
Surely it-cannot be offenſive to enquire again, how ſuch 
a repreſentation can „ ſettle the point” in favour of eternal 
uniſhment, how the word can “ be uſed in a limited ſenſe,“ 
or what it has to do with the queſtion? 


I ſhall take the liberty to enquire yet further, if the 


meaning of the word be ſo indeterminate, how can we ju- 
ſtify the bleſſed God in making uſe of it ſo frequently; on 


ſuch various occaſions throughout the New Teltament; a 
book profeſſedly plain, and deſigned to in{lruct the weakeſt 
and moſt ignorant of mankind? And ſuppoling it to con- 
vey the idea of duration without intermiſſionꝰ or of *hid- 


den duration,” what importance is there in it, or what in- 
telligence can we derive from it, proportionate to the fre- 


quency and ſolemnity with which it is uſed in the bleſſed 
book of God? 


Once more; is there any thing in ſuch an idea as this, 
which is adapted to alarm and rouſe the minds of men, or 
to anſwer any of the other grand and glorious purpoſes for 
which this word is evidently uſed on ſo many occaſions in 
the New Teſtament ? It is the uniform doctrine of Scrip- 
ture, that thoſe who are finally impenitent, and die in their 
ſins ſhall be puniſhed in proportion to their crimes ; and J 
think Mr. W. will not diſpute this doctrine. Now if 
this be the caſe, where is the great difference between pu- 
niſhment without intermiſſion, and with intermiſſion. I 
confeſs I do not know whether the former is not prefera- 
ble to the latter ; for by that means, the poor wretch has 
done with his puniſhment ſo much the ſooner ; and will, 
on Mr. W's principles, be ſooner purified, and reſtored to 
happineſs. On Mr. W's interpretation, the great God in 
uſing theſe awful expreſſions, is only faying, «I do not 
tell you how og your puniſhment ſhall continue, if you 

in; but I inform you that you ſhall have 

no intervals of cafe or pleaſure, till it be ended.” What a 
poor languid denunciation is this! how inſignificant! how 
unworthy of God! and how inefficacious muſt it be 2 
- a ” [+ 
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the minds of men! One circumſtance, however, muſt be 
added; it is impoſſible that Mr. W. or any other man, 
ſhould adduce the leaſt proof that the word conveys any 
fuch idea; and it would be very abſurd to attemot it. 


I would not tire you, Sir; but I cannot forbear wiſhing 
that, in Mr. W's next remarks, he would give us one ſim- 
ple explanation of the word in queſtion, abide by that, and 
lay before us all the proof he has, that his explanation is 
juſt and ſcriptural. 'T hat the word anos is expreſſive of 
eternal duration, and that it uniformly conveys this idea, 
throughout the New "Teſtament, I have, you know, endea- 
voured to prove; and a refutation of that proof has not, 
that I know of, been attempted. 


The conſideration of the expreſs promiſes which, Mr. 
W. apprehends, militate againſt the eternity of future pu- 
niſhment, ſhall be deferred till I can do myſelf the pleaſure 
of giving you another letter. In the mean time, with ar- 
dent prayers that you and I may not only be faved from 
the puniſhment of fin, but be alſo the happy inſtruments of 
ſaving maay others from it, I am, 


Dear Sir, 


Your willing ſervant for Jeſus' ſake. 
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Dear Six, 


FT HE following Anecdote has ſometimes given me ſo 

much pleaſure, that I think you will excuſe me, in 
making it the introduction to this letter, though you may 
poſſibly have read it before I was born. | 


: | Hippocrates, though eminent in his profeſſion, perhaps, 
above any man of his age, yet was ſo far miſtaken on one 
occaſion, as to take the fracture of the ſkull for the natu- 
ral ſuture. But he was afterwards ſo ingenuous, as to ac- 
knowledge his miſtake. Celſus makes the following fine 
reflection on the temper and conduct of this celebrated 
phyſician. © This was acting like a truly great man. 
«Little geniuſes, conſcious to themſelves that they have 
« nothing to ſpare, cannot bear the leaſt diminution of their 
« prerogative, nor ſuffer themſelves to depart from any opi- 
«nion which they have once embraced, how falſe and per- 
«nicious ſo ever that opinion may be; while the man of 
«real abilities is always ready to make a frank acknow- 
«Jedgment of his errors, and eſpecially in a profeſſion 
« where it is of importance to poſterity to record the truth.”* 
I apprehend all wiſe men will agree with Celſus; and 
though I make no pretenſions to greatneſs of any kind, yet 
would venture to profeſs a deſire to cultivate this ingenu- 
ous temper in myſelf, and ſhould be glad to find it in my 
antagoniſt. | | 
I confeſs I write under the firm perſuaſion that Mr. W. 
has adopted a very dangerous error; an error that may be 
of awful conſequence to himſelf, and thoſe with whom he 
is connected. But if you or he, Sir, ſhall obſerve any im- 
portant miſtake in theſe animadverſions on his remarks, I 
truſt I ſhall be willing to own it, when diſcovered. , 
" 1 . N n 


„ Biographical Diclionary, vol. III. p. 243. Edition 178 4- 
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Tn my laſt, I conſidered the conceſſion of Mr. W. with 


reſpect to the force which there is in the threatenings of 
Scripture, in ſupport of the doctrine of everlaſting puniſh- 
ment. But he thinks there are expreſs pramiſes which mi- 
litate againſt this doctrine. I think it would be ſtrange if 
there were; but cannot yet believe that any ſuch exprels - 
promiſes can be produced. Let this matter, however, be 
tairly examined. 


The firſt of theſe expreſs promiſes is Ephes. i. 10. 
compared with Col. i. 20. and Phil. ii. 9, 10. But 
ought he not, Sir, to have proved that this is a promiſe? 
To me it appears, as it has done to millions before me, to 
all the wiſeſt and beſt of men in all ages, that the words of 
the apoſtle do not contain a promiſe, but relate a {imple 
fact. The fact us, that God had raiſed his Son to be the 
head of the univerſe, according to his former purpoſe. 
Compare Mat. xxviii. 18. Epheſ. i. 20—23. 


This Mr. W. knows, or ought to know, is, and ever 
has been the generally received interpretation of the paſlage. 
Ought he not then to have eſtabliſhed a different one, be- 
fore he placed it as the ground of a new hypotheſis? To 
mention a narration of fact, to call that narration an expreſs 
promiſe ; and to pretend that ſuch a paſſage, ſtated in this pecu- 
liar point of light, contrary to the common ſenſe, and the 
united judgment of all mankind, without interpretation, 
without argument, proves any particular doctrine, appears 
to me a ſtrange kind of management, | 


You are very ſenſible, Sir, that my buſineſs now is not 
to prove, but to defend. Mr. W. has freely acknowledged 
the ſtrength of my arguments, to the very utmoſt of my 
wiſhes; yet he has undertaken to argue againſt the doc- 
trine; and to prove the contrary from other p 
which he calls expreſs promiſes. It would therefore be - 
diſorderly, were I to attempt explanation and proof. I 
have only to ſhew, when he adduces any thing like an ar- 
gument, that ſuch argument is not valid. Here I have 
not even ſo much as that to do, becauſe he has offered no 


argument at all, 
His next expreſs promiſe, which he quotes, and ſlides over 


in the ſame unaccountable manner, without either expla- 
' . C 2 nation 
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nation or argument, is 1 Tim. ii. 4. God wills that all 
men ſhould be faved.” Is this an expreſs promiſe, my 
good Sir? And ſuppoſing it were, is there any thing in it 
that proves univerſal reſtoration? Does nothing happen 
contrary to the divine will? It was certainly the will of 
God that he and I ſhould not ſin; yet we have both ſinned, 
Tt is the will of God that all men ſhould be ſober, jult, 
chaſte and benevolent. But they are not ſo. It is plain 


from the whole tenor of Scripture, and univerſal obſerva- 


tion that the will of God is daily oppoſed and reſiſted, and 


that men are, by ſinning againſt the commands of God, 
which are certainly according to his will, continually mak- 


ing themſclves miſerable. | 
With the foregoing paſſage, Mr. W. connects Ephes. i. 


11. But according to his cuſtom, without a word of ex- 
planation, or of argument. Is this a proof, Sir, that every 
man is, in every reſpect, what God would have him to be: 
That the great God works all his own works, and carries 
on his on deſigns “according to his counſel,” is a truth 
which is the daily comfort of real believers. But has he 
not poſitively aſſured us that one part of this counlel is, 
that the wicked © ſhall go away into everlaſting punith- 

ment?” Mat. xxv. 46. that thoſ: who believe not, © ſhall 


not ſee life? John iii. 36. that thoſe who «know not God, 


and obey not the goſpel, ſhall be puniſhed with everia/ting 
deſtruction? 2 Theſs. 1.8, 9. God will certainly per- 


form this part of his will, as well as every other part of it. 


If, when Mr. W. comes to produce his poſitive aſſerti- 
ons without implication,“ he can ſhew us where it is thus 
poſitively aſſerted that God will reſtore all wicked men 
and devils from hell to happineſs, we ought certainly to 
believe that he will perform this great work, as well as 
others. But till then, he ought in all reaſon, to excuſe us 
from believing that this is any part of the divine counſel. 


He next, in the very ſame manner, quotes Rev. v. 13. 
as another expreſs promiſe, But why? Are all the viſions 
of the ancient prophets expreſs promiſes? Why not all as 
much as this? If this be an expreſs promiſe, certainly all the 
viſions which John ſaw in the * T wenty-firſt, 
and T'wenty-ſecond chapters of the Revelations are expreſs 

promiſes 
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f romiſes too. Conſcquently, when he „ ſaw the devil caſt 
into the lake of fire, where the beaſt and falſe prophet were, 
to He tormented day and night for ever and ever; when he 
ſaw all who © are not found written in the book of life, 
and the fearful, and unbelieving. and the abominable, and 
murderers, and whoremongers, and forcerers, and idolaters, 
and all liars, caſt into the ſame lake of fire, which is the 
ſecond death ;”” I would aſk, are we to call all theſe viſions 
expreſs promiſes * If we be, or whatever we call them, what 
will become of wniverfal ſalvation ® Compare Rev. xx. 10, 
15. xxi. 8, Beſides, you will naturally obſerve, Sir, that 
theſe awful viſions were long after that which Mr. W. 
calls an expreſs promiſe. So that although it were a promiſe, 
us it evidently is not, yet the © calting into the lake of fire, 
to be tormented for ever and ever,” is, by all rational me- 
thods of interpretation, to take place after the accompliſh- 
ment of that promiſe. On his own principles, therefore, 
the doctrine of univerſal ſalvation is effectually refuted. 


In Rev. xxi. 3, 4. we read that John was informed that 
the inhabitants of the New Jeruſalem ſhould be free from 
all their former ſorrows, pains, and tears. This Mr. W. 
quotes, in his uſual manner, without one word of proof, as 
belonging to all the damned, as well as the faved. Such 
an intimation as this is too bad to be examined. I there- 
fore, leave it to thoſe, if ſuch there be, who with to. make 
their advantages, by expoſing a man who 1s capable of ſuch 
abſurdities. 


The laſt expreſs penn which Mr. W. here mentions, 
is Rev. xxi. 5, He that fat on the throne ſaid” to John 
in viſion, *« Behold I make all things new.” Here Mr. 
W. vouchſafes to give us a ſhort comment, though no 
proof. Surely,” he ſays, “ I think ALL MEN mult be in- 
cluded in this deſcription.” But I think they certainly 
mult not. Becauſe at the very time, and in tlie very ſame 
moment, as though it were deligned to preclude every idea 
of univerſal reſtoration, the glorious Being who fat on the 
throne, declares, and introduces it with the adverſative BUT, 
in order, more itrikingly to mark the difference between 
thoſe who are ſaved, and thoſe that periſh. 4 BUT the fear- 
ful, and unbelieving, and the abominable, and * 
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and whoremongers, and ſorcerers, and idolaters, and all 
liars, ſhall have their part in the lake which burneth with 
fire and brimſtone ; which is the ſecond death.” V. 8. 
John had been informed juſt before, that thoſe who are 
caſt into this lake of fire «ſhall be tormented day and night, 
for ever and ever.” Rev. xx. 10. T here is not, therefore, 
the leatt ground to expect their reſtoration to happinels. 


Mr. W. having tranfcribed the paſſages to which I have 
here referred, without comment, without argument, as 
though they were promiſes expreſs to his purpofe, wonder- 
ful as it is, he ſubjoins “ Now were it not for theſe, and 
many other expreſs promiſes in the New Teſtament, I 
ſhould fall in with Mr. Taylor.” As to the paſſages here 
referred to, Sir, you are very well qualified to judge whe- 
ther they are promiſes at all; and how far they are expreſs, 
and pertinent to the ſubject. What his many 2thers are, 
may de conſidered, God willing, when he produces them. 
I only fay, that if his hypotheſis have no better ſupports 
than theſe, I think it is high time to relinquith it. 

Mr. W. confiders this as the “great turning point be- 
tween him and me.” If it be fo, I carnelily with we may 
attend to it cloſely; and that he would, in his next re- 
marks, take fufficient time and pains, to place every thing 
in the ſtrongeſt poſſible point of light; producing for every 
thing he aſlerts, clear and poſitive evidence. Then, if it 
ſhall pleaſe God to continue life and health to us both, I 
am not without hope that the miſchief he has done to ſome 
umbary ſouls, may, in a meaſure, be repaired before we die. 


Mr. W. refers his friend to fix reaſons contained in his 
Letter to Mr. De Coetlogon, of which it will probably be 
expected that I tho e ſome notice. This by divine 
permiſſion, may be done in my next. May the beſt of 


bleflings be your portion. I am, 
. Dear Sir, 


affectionately your's, &c. 
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Dear SIR, 


1 the concluſion of my laſt, J hinted at a reference of | 


Mr. W. in his Letter to Mr. De Coetlogon; in which 
he has © given ſix plain reaſons why he cannot believe end- 
leſs miſery.” I do not think that Mr. De Coetlogon ſtands 
in need of any aſſiſtance which I can give. But as Mr. 
W. refers to this Letter in his remarks on my Diſcourſe, 
it ſeems very proper, on ſeveral accounts, that I ſhould 
take ſome notice of theſe ſix reaſons. I therefore do it, 
without further apology. 


His firſt reafon relates to the meaning of the words 
which are ſuppoſed to be expreſſive of endleſs duration, 
tranſlated in our verſion everlaſting, eternal, and for ever and 
ever. On this head, he does not offer a word of proof; 
and as I have given my views of the ſubje pretty largely, 
and ſaid ſomething upon it, in a former letter, I need not 
make any addition here. Eſpecially as I do not know 
that what I have ſaid on the ſubject has yet been anſwered. 
If Mr. W. think that he is able to diſprove what I have 
offered, I wiſh him to attempt it. 


His ſecond reaſon is from the «prophecies and pro- 
miſes.” „The great difficulty with him is that endleſs 
damnation contradicts theſe.” But he does not tate, with 
any preciſion, where the contradiction lies, nor attempt any 
thing like proof that ſuch contradiction exiſts. To follow 
him in this method would make the controverſy an endleſs 
ramble, Some of theſe promiſes, as he calls them, have 
been conſidered in a former letter. Here he refers to ſe- 
veral others; but does not ſo much as quote the words, ex- 
plain the terms, ſtate his difficulties, nor, in one word, 


come to any point at all, like a man that either wiſhes to 
inſtruct, 
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inſtruct, or to be inſtructed. Sometimes he ſays,” © IT think,” 
and I think not,” but gives no reaſon for his thoughts, 
It is impoſſible that we ſhould aſſiſt him in thinking right, 
unleſs he will either ſhew us how he is led to think as he 
does, or can be brought to believe what he ſcems to allow 
15 the poſitive evidence of Scripture againſt his preſent 
thoughts. I. for my part, can ſee nothing like the doctrine 
of univerſal reſtoration in any one paſſage mentioned by 
him ; and therefore, unleſs he can ſhew me where he con- 
- ceives it lies, I muſt remain a ſtranger to it. That no 
ſuch thing is poſitively afſerted in the Bible, is manifelt to 
all mankind. If he think it is i. there, he ought to 
tell us where the implication is contained, and give us ſuch 
proof as he is able of what he aſſerts. | 


All the laws of reaſoning, and all the diQates of com- 
mon ſenſe require him to ſtate the meaning of theſe paſſa- 
ges, according to his own views of them; to give all the 
evidence he can, that his interpretation is the true one; 
and then, by fair argument, to deduce his doctrine from 
them. If he will take this rational and fair method, we 
can follow him with pleaſure, and either acccde to his no- 
tions, or correct his miſtakes. But if he will not do this, 
thoſe who attempt to follow him, are only bewildering 
themſelves, like men who are wandering in the daik. 


Here, as in his remarks on my Diſcourſe, he acknow- 
ledges that the threatenings ſeem ſutficient to cauſe us to 
expect endleſs miſery to be the portion of the wicked, taken 
apart, by themſelves. This ſurprizes me. How then 
can either prophecies or promiſes eſtabliſh a contrary ſen- 
timent? He muſt own that many of the paſſages quoted in 
my Diſcourſe are quite expreſs and poſitive. He himſelf 
will not pretend that any deduction or inference from them 
is requiſite. I hate any thing that looks like puff and 
banter; but his peculiar manner of writing ſeems to require 
ſomething that too much reſembles it. I will venture, 
therefore, to ſay, for once, that I pledge all the little credit 
I have, to produce ſeveral paſſages in which the eternity of 
future puniſhment is plainly aſſerted, without any kind of 
unplication, inference, or deduction whatſoever; and many 
others in which it is ſtrongly and undeniably W 
; { | ow 
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Now if, aſter all 2 he can produce any ſuch 
e 


plain and poſitive aſſertions in favour of univerſal reſtora- 
tion, the public may read and compare them. I think 
this was never pretended to by any before him; and I hope 
it will never be pretended to by any that come after him. 
Having made theſe diſagreeable remarks, I proceed to 


His third reaſon. I believe that Chriſt died for all» 
without exception.“ Granted, But does not the Scrip- 


ture plainly make a diſtinction between the all for whom 


Chriſt died, and thoſe who ſhall be ſaved by him? Does it 
not tell us that . God fo loved the woRLD that he gave his 
only begotten Son, that whoſcever believeth in him ſhould 
not perith but have everlaſting life?” Is it not evident 
that the diſtributive clauſe . whoſoever believeth on him"? 
is deſigned to diſtinguiſh thoſe who ſhall be finally ſaved 
trom thoſe for whom he died? Is it not written upon the 
face of the New Teſtament that though Chriſt died for all, 
yet believers only ſhall have eternal life? and that they 
who continue in unbelief ſhall not fee life? Is there an 
other uſe in language of ſuch diſtributives as that which IL 
have juſt cited, than to make diſtinctions of this kind ? 
Does not the apoſtle poſitively tell us that ſome © thall bring 
in damnable hereſies, even denying the Lord that bought 
them, and bring upon themſelves ſwift deſtruction.“ 
Mar. xvi. 15, 16. John iii. 16, 36. 2 Pet. ii. 1. | 


Mr. W. cannot believe that Chriſt died in vain.” 
Nor will any reaſonable man ſay he did. But when Paul 
had been declaring to the Corinthians that Chriſt, . who 
knew no ſin, was made fin for them,” did he not . beſeech 
them not to receive the grace” or favour of God, in this won- 
derful diſplay of it, in vain? W that, not- 
withſtanding all that was done for „and all the | 
news of reconciliation brought to them, through the 
of Chriſt, yet thoſe who did not cordially receive this gra- 
cious meſſage of reconciliation would never be — 


this rich and unparalleled grace of God. 2 Cor. v. — 


vi. i. 


draw all unto himſelf.”. ought he not to have proved, 
Sir, that this is the meaning of the paſſage? that the com- 
| D monly 


Our Author ſays, on John xii. 32. „finally, be ſhall | 
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monly received interpretation of it is wrong? and that it 
certainly includes drawing the damned out of hell to the 
happineſs of heaven? „ believe,” or, © I cannot believe,” 
you know, is nothing to the purpoſe, without further evi- 
dence. 

Mr. W. ſlides over John vi. 37. compared with 
chap: iii. 35. xvii. 2. in his uſual manner, without 
any comment, or any proof; as if it were univerſally taken 
for granted that all theſe texts are parallel. Now he 

knows that they are univerſally underſtood to be very dit- 
ferent in ſigniſication; and he knows that the expreſſions are 
very different. If he had no decent reſpect to the ſenſe, 
learning or piety of all the commentators in the world, and 
6f all mankind, ought not reverence for the infinitely glo- 
rious Author of theſe different expreſſions, who never 

at random, to have prevailed with him, at leaſt to 
have given theſe paſlages a little ſerious examination? A 
very ſlight examination indeed, would have been ſufficient 
to demoliſh this ſhadowy ſupport of our Author's hypo- 
theſis. 

+ His fourth reaſon is from 1 Tim. ii. 4. compared with 
Epheſ. i. 11. Dan. iv. 35. 1 Tim. iv. 10. But as uſual, 
not a word of explanation, or proof; though neither he 
nor any man alive can ſee a tittle of univerſal reſtoration 

erted in them; and very few, if any, beſides himſelf, ever 

w it. implied in them; This reaſon has been conſidered - 
in a former letter, among Mr. W's expreſs promiſes. 

- Fifthly. He « thinks the doQrine of endleſs miſery ſeems 

to thoſe feelings and tempers of ſoul which the 
Spirit of God gives us in converſion.” May I aſk here, 
are weiauthorized to make our feelings the rule of divine 
proceedings? Do we not feel wiſhes, if it might be, that 
all. men were free from miſery in this life? But are they 
free from it? Do chriſtians wiſh that wicked men and de- 
vils may be brought out of hell to heaven, though it be in- 
conſiſtent with the perſections and word of God? If th 
do, can they juſtify ſuch a wiſh ? | 

His ſixth and laſt reaſon is that this doQrine « ſeems to 
him to be contrary to all practical religion.“ Here he 
condeſcends tu mention the inſtances; but (till without one 


word 
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word of proof. He ſays « God commands us to lade all 
men.” True. But does God command us to love all de- 
vils? If not, his ſixth reaſon is overturned. And can we 
not love all men without believing that all men and devils 
will be ſaved? Yes; thouſands prove it daily, by happy ex- 
perience, We are * commanded to forgive all men.” 
Granted. Cannot we forgive men, without ſuppoſing that 
they ſhall be ſaved? We are «commanded to pray for all 
men.” Allowed. What then? Are we commanded to 
pray for all devils? Or to pray that God would deliver 
men and devils from everlaſting puniſhment ? We are 
* bidden to 4 gead to all men?“ Admitted, But we are 
not bidden to do good to devils, Our heavenly Father 
does good to all men. Cannot we do good to all men 
here, and yet believe that the wicked will be eternally pu- 
niſhed ? here, now, Sir, is the contrariety between the 
doctrine for which I am contending, and practical religion? 
Far be it from me to indulge a ſuſpicion of corrupt deſign 
in Mr, W. or any man living! But it is evident that to 
treat ſacred ſubjects in the manner in which he treats them, 
and to ſubſtitute things of this kind inſtead of ſcripture 
teſtimony, is to play upon the fancies and — of weak 
and ignorant men, who, alas for them! lie open to every 
deception, and are ready to believe any thing, rather than 

the plain declarations of the Bible. | 
That the bleſſing of God may attend the reading of thefe 
hints; and that you may have abundant comfort in life and 
death, and after death, be ever with the Lord, is the pray- 
cr of, | 1 : 
| Dear Sir, 


Your's affectionately, &c, 
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Drar Six, 


LIAVING done with Mr. W's ſix Reaſons which he 
offered to Mr. De Coetlogon, I now return to his 
remarks on my Diſcourſe. He thinks the limited dura- 
tion of future miſery is more than clearly implied in Few 
STRIPES.” Luk. xii. 47, 48. But why? He well knows 
that beating with ſtripes is a figurative expreſſion, alluding 
to the manner of puniſhing practiced among men. (Deut. 
XXV. 1—4.) He alſo knows that few is a comparative word 
which has no neceſſary conneCtion with duration ; but na- 
turally expreſſes a ſmaller degree of puniſhment, than that 
of thoſe who have ſinned more grievouſly. Every ſchool- 
boy and every child come to 1 knows that dif- 
ferent degrees in the ſeverity of puniſhment, are perfectly 
conſiſtent with equality in the duration of it ; and therefore 
two perſons may both be puniſhed eternally, though the one 
be puniſhed much more ſeverely than the other.. 
| Beſides; it muſt ſtrike any attentive reader, that if differ- 
ent degrees of puniſhment were inconſiſtent with eternal 
puniſhment; then on the ſame principles different degrees 
of glory, which I hope Mr. W. will not call in queſtion, 
would be inconſiſtent with the eternal happineſs of the 


ſaints. So that I hope it was only his uſual want of de- 


liberation which led him to fay «I am really blind if the li- 
mited duration of future miſery is not more than clearly 
implied in FEW STRIPES,” P. 46. 

On Mat. xiii. 42, 50. Mr. W. fays, “Is not a fur- 
nace deſigned for the expreſs purpoſe of melting, purifying, 
mouliling, and rendering uſeful the metals which are caſt 
Helen!“ 


From hence he . 
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hell will be of uſe to the ſinner; and conſequently it mult 
be limited. P. 47. I here enquire, | 


Can he, or can any man prove that a furnace was never 
applied to any other purpoſe than melting, purifying, and 
moulding? Or is he ture that our Saviour in mentioning 
a furnace, intended to refer to the vſe of it in purifying me- 
tals? It ought to be obſerved that the practice of burning 
criminals alive, for various crimes, was very common 
among the Jews; and it is natural to imagine that our 
Lord might allude to that practice.“ Were the good men, 
who refuſed to worſhip an idol (Dan. iii. 6, 11, 23.) caſt 
into the fiery furnace to be melted and purified? Beſides, our 
Lord had juſt mentioned fares, to which he compares un- 
godly men. Theſe tares were burnt in the fire, not melted 
and purified in it. V. 30, 40. In manifeſt reference to this, 
our Lord repreſents the dreadful puniſhment of ſinners at 
the laſt day, by burning in a furnace. The compariſon 
itſelf, therefore, overturns Mr. W's interpretation, and the 
doctrine he wiſhes to build upon it. 


Beſides, is it not very ſtrange, Sir, to hear a chriſtian 
miniſter talk of the «fefulneſs and purifying quality of hell- 
fire? Ought he not to produce ſome good Scripture autho- 
rity for talking at this rate, before he venture upon it? Do 
the Scriptures thus repreſent the effect of perſevering ini- 
quity? They ſpeak of it as * puniſhment, everlaſting pu- 
niihment, everlaſting deſtruction, unquenchable fire, ever- 
laſting damnation, . Rar wrath, fiery indignation, ſhame 
and everlaſting contempt,” and ſo on. But uſefulneſs and 
purification ſeem at the fartheſt diſtance from the thoughts 
of the ſacred writers. 


According to Mr. W. it is a great mercy for impenitent 


ſinners to be ſent to hell; in order to prepare them for hap- 
pineſs, for which jt ſeems, they could not be prepared by 
any means which God makes uſe of in this . Fell, 
it ſeems, is ſuperior to the goſpel, in it's purifying quality. 
What ſhall we ſay to theſe aſtoniſhing things ? ©Y 


* Alluditur ad ſupplicium vivicomburii quod in Oriente 
erat uſitatum. Vid. Grotium et Wallzum in Loc. Godwyn 
mentions ten different crimes for which perſons were burut. 
Moſes and Aaron, Lib. v. Chap, vii. P. 201. gth. Edit, 
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The reply made above on Luk. xiii. 42, 50. is ſufficient 
to ſhew the weakneſs of what our author alleges concern- 
ing different rewards and puniſhments from thoſe paſlages 
which iniorm us that God will “render to every man ac- 
cording to his works,” and that what „we ſow, we ſhall 
reap.” Theſc, he thinks, ſeem to imply * limited puniſh- 
nens“ True. But the queſtion is, do they imply the 
liunted duration of puniſhment? Surely they do not. A 


child ol ten years old Knows that ſeveral criminals may be 


wniſhed the ſame length of time, and yet one may be pu- 
pithed more ſeverely than another. 

tie thinks James ii 13. teaches the ſame doctrine. But 
I apprehrad it muſt firſt be proved that hell is a place of 
meicy, and that the Apoſtle is there ſpeaking of thoſe who 
are contigned to that dreadtul place, 

© Having thus given us his reaſons in favour of the li- 
mited duration of future panithment, the ſtrength of which 
J cheerfully ſubmit to you, Sir, and to every man of un- 
deiſtanding and conſideration ; he again touches on the 
word everlaſting; on Which, I think, enough has been ſaid 
in a former letter, and the meaning of it is conſidered more 
largely in my Diſcourſe of future puniſhment ; which yet 
xemains unanſwered. 

His hint on this word concludes with a kind of ſneer 
from his friend, to whom he writes. I ſuppoſed, when I 
dehvered that Diſcourſe, as I do ſtill, that the weakeſt of 
my hearers knew that the engliſh, word everlafiing ſignifies 
neuer ending. If fo, fays Mr. W's friend, ſuch knew the 
i port of the word better than their miniſter, perhaps.” 
P- chaps not. Do not all men know that everlafiing ſigni- 
fies never-ending £. Does not. Mr. W. himſelf ſhew that he 
$:j4plcs all men to know it? If not, why does he take ſo 
much pains to have it out of the Bible, that the ignorant 
ana unlcarued may not ſee it there? Why does he wiſh to 
chang: it tot the word aianian? You ſee, Sir, the edge of 


. — «4 


Ut}... jneer is ſoon taken off. 


But 1 have another query or two, which I think it may 
be proper.t»-propoſe to this Gentleman and his friend, who 
bout {2 much of their candour, integrity, and love. Will 


cauud aud honclh men fallify and miſrepreſent known 
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facts? Will they ſay that a perſon has written what they 
know he has not written, in order to have an opportunity 
to ſneer at him? The reaſon of querying in this manner 
is, Mr. W. and his friend have told the world that I ſay 
the . weakeſt of my congregation preciſely know the mean- 
ing of the word everlaſting.” P. 49. This they, both of 
them, know to be a falſehood. | 


I had obſerved, and again obſerve, that * this eternal du- 
ration of miſery only e after the day of judgment, 
when all revolutions of time are ended. and that after this 
« we know of no revolutions that fhall ever take place.“ 
Mr. W. A thinks he has proved the contrary from Scripture.” 
But I think it is not to be proved fo eaſily as he ſeems to 
imagine; and if he ſhould increaſe in modeſty as he advan- 
ces in years, I apprehend that he may, in time, think ſo 
too. Others before him have conjectured about thoſe fu- 
ture things, which, as they ſuppoſe, will come to pals, af- 
ter the day of judgment, and have differed much from him, 
as well as from one another reſpecting them. But ſurely 
no wiſe man will be forward to ground an argument in 
matters of faith, on ſuch conjectures. 


Even thoſe few who have ado in part, the ſtran 
* which Mr. W. — wry to fend, not — 
differ much reſpecting ſome material parts of the hypothe- 
ſis itſelf; but particularly reſpecting thoſe future events 
concerning which he appears ſo very confident. Perhaps, 
this one thought might deſerve remembering, to excite mo- 
deſty and caution with regard to things conteſſedly abſtruſe; 
and concerning which, perhaps, no man will ever be able 
to affirm with certainty and preciſion, till the events come 
to pals. +: fag | 

I have no wiſh to diſcourage thoſe who have leifure and 
capacity, in theſe enquiries. But I think it is well for us 
to know our own ignorance; and to talk of proving on ſuch 
topics as theſe, with becoming diffidence. If our fancy be 
* 3 we may imagine any thing, and if we* have 
pride enough, we may aſſert any thing. But proving is 
a very different 8 | - | , 

That «all the revolutions of time“ will be ended witlt 
men, after the day of judgment, appears evident to me, 
| | | from 


— 


„ —— Pn Ag rr. 
* ———— ———— — — w 9 at — — — 
. 


—— — —UüF— — — —— —— — IR. — 


36 LETTER VI. 


from the following teſtimonies of Scripture. Paul informs 
us that when the dead are raiſed *then cometh the END, 
when Chriſt ſhall have delivered up, (or as others render it, 
ſhall deliver up) the kingdom to God, even the Father.” 
He tells us, that at the reſurreRion, 4 when this corrupti- 
ble ſhall have put on incorruption, and this mortal ſhall 
have put on immortality, then ſhall be brought to paſs the 
faying that is written, Death is ſwallowed up in victory,“ 
and death is the la enemy that ſhall be deſtroyed.” 


1 Cor. xv. 23, 24, 26, 54 The judgment to come is called 


the eternal judgment. Heb. vi. 2. Weare aſſured that at the day 
of j ent, the wicked ſhall be «caſt into the lake of 
fire, which is the ſecond death; and that thoſe who are 
caſt into that lake . ſhall be tormented day and night, for 
ever and ever.” Compare Rev. xx. 10,—15. Xxi. 8. 
This everlaſting deſtruction which ſhall be the portion and 
puniſhment of the wicked is ſaid to be their Exp. Com- 

e 1 Theſs. i. 9. Phil. iii. 19. 1 Pet. iv. 17. But we 

ve no account that ſalvation will be the end of wicked 
men and devils, as Mr. W. ſuppoſes. Theſe and many 
other ſcriptures convince me that there will be no © revo- 
lutions of time'* known to men, after the day of judgment; 
and with all Mr. W's confident pretenſions, I do not ex- 
pet ever to ſee him, or any other man prove the con- 


author ſays he has endeavoured to ſhew, (in his 
Letter to Mr. De Coetlogon,) © that the Conflagration of 
the world—the creation of the new Heavens and Earth 
the Deſcent of the Holy City, New Jeruſalem, from 
God out of Heaven ;—and an end being put to death, ſor- 
row, crying, and pain, and all things being made new 
-— ſhall take place after the day of judgment.” P. 49. Theſe 
events, he calls revolutions, and it there be any pertinency 
in mentioning them here, they muſt be revolutions of 
time.” You, Sir, will judge whether they are ſuch or not; 
even ſuppoſing theſe things to be proved, as he pretends. 
Though I can find no proof of theſe things in his Letter 
to Mr. De Coetlogon, and although if he had proved them, 
I cannot ſee how it would affect my aſſertion; yet as he 
refers to this Letter for proof of what he aſſerts in — 2 
mar 
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marks, this ſeems to lay me under an obligation to take no- 
tice of one circumſtance in that Letter, which will afford 
us another ſpecimen of his manner of proving. Mr. Ed- 
wards, againſt whoſe ſermon that Letter is written, had in- 
timated the ſame thing which 1 aſſert. Mr. W. ſays, 
This I ſhall endeavour to anſwer, by ſhewing—that the 
earth and the heavens ſhall be renewed after their diſſolu- 
tion,” 

Now, Sir, according to the little underſtanding which 
I have of reading and reaſoning, Mr. W. has here laid 
himſelf under the obligation of doing two things, He is 


obliged to prove that * the earth and heavens ſhall be re- 


newed after their diſſolution;“ and then he is obliged to 
prove that this overturns what Mr. E. had intimated, and 


what I maintain as a fact, * that after the day of judg- 
ment all revolutions of time, known to men, are ended. 


Yet how it is I cannot tell; but I have peruſed this Let-, 


ter, to which he refers me, again and again; and I cannot 
find the leaſt proof of cithes ia one or the other; nor what 
appears to me the leaſt attempt to prove either. Having 
mentioned what he intended to do, he immediately turns 


off to other ſubjects, and never ſeems to recollect his pro- 
poſal, nor to think of returning to it. Let when he has 
printed his Letter, and undoubtedly reviſed and examined. 


it, he ſays «I have proved the contrary” ! If his proof have 


eſcaped * notice, when it is pointed out to me, I ſhall 


certainly 


nk it my duty to aſk his pardon, and that of 
the public, | 


Mr. W. blames me for not diſproving his ſentiments on 


this head, or ſuppreſſing my own h. P. 50. As 
to his 1 this head, if I Fad — them 22 
and even ſeen them proved, of which I utterly deſpair, 1 
ſhould not have thought them ſufficiently important or 
pertinent to the ſubject in hand, to require a refutation. 
As to my paragraph, I ſtill apprehend it is ſupported by 
the divine authority of the ſcriptures laſt mentioned, and 
others, It cannot, therefore, be ſuppreſſed. Mr. W. 
ſays I « ſaw his Letter before my ſermon went to the 
preſs.” This is a miſtake. My Diſcourſe had been out 
ef the preſs before his Letter, had not my printer diſap- 

an pointed 
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pointed me. However, this is of little importance to the 
Public. 

It is very obſervable how Mr. W. ſhifts the hinge of 
the controverſy. He has not unfrequently ſaid that if it 
could be proved that aw; ſignifies everlaſting, he would 
give up the point; or to the ſame effect. With an eye 
to this, I examined the matter with ſome care, in my Diſ- 
courſe, by his own rules. In his Letter to Mr. De C. 
- and his Remarks, he gives up that ground of argument, 
and acknowledges that the threatenings conſidered apart by 
themſelves, are ſufficient to ſettle the point againſt him. Yet 
he thinks there are expreſs promiſes, and paſitive aſſertions in 
his favour. Where they are, I cannot deviſe. That there 
is no expreſs. promiſe, or poſitive aſſertion of univerſal ſalva- 
tion in the Bible 1s as certain as that the Bible is extant. 
Yet this,“ he ſays, „is the great turning point, between 
him and me,” Let an expreſs promiſe, or poſitive aſſer- 
tion of it then be produced, if there be any ſuch. If not, 
let the weakneſs of his cauſe be candidly acknowledged. 
2 he ventures the credit and fate of his cauſe on a dif- 

erent ground. He ſays “ if I could prove from Scripture, 
that there are no revolutions of time, after the day of 
judgment, I ſhould gain my cauſe.” P. 49, 50. I wiſh 
2 to conſider what has been already ſaid on this 
ſubject, and to examine impartially whether this be not 

e moſt natural and obvious, meaning of the paſſages laſt 
quoted, and of other ſimilar ones, of which he cannot be 
ignorant. Unleſs he chooſe a freſh ground; I hope we 

hall ſpeedily come to a concluſion of the controverly, af- 
ter ſuch impartial examination. 
Wo | leave further. to obſerye. on this. head, that it is 
manifeſtly an inſult againſt heaven, and againſt all revealed 
religion, to ſuppoſe . — any thing is ſufficient to overturn 
a poſitive aſſertion of Scripture. If it can be proved 
that the great Jehovah has poſitiyely aſſerted the “ final re- 
ſtoration of all lapſed intelligences,” as Mr, W. ventures to 
inſinuate, it would be impious to againſt it. If, on, 

e other hand, there be no lch aflenion in the Bible, but 
the contrary is poſitively aſſerted there, which I, affirm to 

a fact, then this alone ought, with all that fear God, to 
ide the point for ever. - 1 


* 
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I had ſaid, *the revolution of fifty thouſand years, or fifty 
thouſand times that number, is no more than a point com- 
pared with Eternity.” At this Mr. W. affects to be much 
ſurpriſed. He has curtailed my expreſſion, and chan 
the ſenſe of it, in his quotation, by leaving out © compared 
with Eternity,” repreſenting it to his reader, that I make 
this number of years, ab/elutely, no more than a point. He 
knows, or ought to know what were his reaſons for this 

iece of conduct. But whatever they were, you and he, 
and all men, know that what I ſaid is an incontrovertible 
truth. His woful outcry, therefore, is wholly unneceſfary ; 
and diſcovers ſomething. But what I wiſh not even to 


ſurmiſe. 

In my Diſcourſe on future puniſhment, I did not think 
it needful to anſwer the objections which have been made 
againſt the endleſs duration of it. Becauſe whatever the 
bleſſed God has been pleaſed to reveal in his word, muſt 
ſtand, and ought to be ſeriouſly regarded, whatever poor 
ignorant men think to be a difficulty, or matter of objection. 
Being, therefore, perſuaded that the Eternity of future pu- 
niſhment is plainly and poſitively aſſerted in Scripture, all 
objections mult fall to the ground. Yet as one objection 
ſeems to be more plauſible than many others; and as, by 
diminiſhing the — of ſin, it appears to be of very dange- 
rous tendency, I thought it might be proper to ſay a few 
words to obviate the force of it. I therefore endeavoured 
to ſhew that we are not able to judge what puniſhment is 
due to crimes committed againſt the Divine Majeſty ; but 
ought to believe what God hath ſpoken concerning it. 
Mr. W. takes this up as an argument uſed by me in favour 
of the doctrine which I had been endeavouring to maintain, 
How far this is proper and juſtifiable, you Sir, can judge. 
As what he ſays on the ſubject, placed in the light juſt men- 
tioned, is no anſwer to what 1 had * there is no 
need that, in this view, I take any further notice of it. 


One thing. however, continually hangs about the conſi- 
deration of Mr. W's hypotheſis; and renders the full diſ- 
cuſſion of it more difficult than it otherwiſe would be. 
This may be a proper place to mention it. I mean the 
apparent inconſiſtency of his views of thoſe ſufferings which 
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impenitent ſinners ſhall endure in conſequence of their ſins, 
and the ground of their /uppsed deliverance from thoſe ſut- 
ferings. | 

Sometimes our Author ſeems willing to maintain that 
the wicked in hell are not properly ee for their ſins at 
all; but only chaſtiſed for them, with a view to puriſy them, 
and bring them to ſubmiſſion and amendment. See his 


Letter to Mr. De C. P. 7, 8. and his Remarks, P. 47. 


Though in his Remarks, he does not uſe the word chaſti/c- 


ment. According to this repreſentation, if I underſtand it, 
the Divine Being does not regard the proportion which the 
ſufferings bear to the crimes which the ſinner has commited, 
but the ſtate of his mind. If the ſinner have not been pu- 
niſhed a year, a week, an hour, yet if he be brought to ſub- 
miſſion, he is ſet at liberty, and reſtored to happineſs. 


Sometimes he appears to repreſent theſe ſufferings as a 
proper puniſhment for fin, and this in proportion to the 
number and magnitude of thoſe crimes of which the ſinner 
has been guilty.” Remarks, P. 47, 51, 52. &c. According 
to this repreſentation one would ſuppoſe the great God 
will not regard the ſtate of the ſinner's mind; but the pro- 
portion of the puniſhment to the crimes committed. 


- Again; on other occaſions, he repreſents the ſinner as 
delivered out the torments of hell, not in conſequence of 
having ſuffered according to his crimes ; but by“ the full, 
perfect and complete atonement” of Chriſt, and the ſuper- 
abounding grace of God, Remarks P. 52. 


Now, Sir, on comparing theſe different repreſentations, a 
crowd of difficulties ruſh upon my mind, which I am ut- 
terly unable to ſolve. I mention a few of them, and ſhall 
reſerve the reſt to a future opportunity. 


If the ſinner be not puniſhed for his crimes, but only 
chaſtiſed in order to his amendment, how 1s it that we have 
no account of this matter in the Scriptures? Why is it not 
ſo repreſented in the volume of inſpiration ? 

If ſinners are puniſhed hereafter according to their 
works,” which is certainly the common repreſentation of 
Scripture, what need is there of the « full, perfect, and 
complete atonement” of Chriſt, and the ſuper-abounding 
. | T grace 
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grace of God, in order to their reſtoration? If they are pu- 
niſhed as their ſins deſerve, one ſhould think they are not 
delivered from their puniſhment by grace, but by juſtice and 
equity. Moſt certainly che ſame erimes are not both par- 
doned and puniſhed as they deſerve. If their ſins are blot- 
ted out by the blood of Chriſt, and pardoned by the ſuper- 
abounding grace of God, it can never be ſuppoſed that they 
will be puniſhed for them in proportion to their enormity. 


If ſinners are puniſhed according to their works, they 
have no part in the redemption of Chriſt; they cannot rea- 
ſonably be required to ſing his praiſes for their deliverance, 
nor to give him thanks for it. They are delivered from 
hell, it not by performance of duty, yet by ſuffering for 
their crimes; and according to this ſcheme, not «to him 
that ſitteth on the throne, and to the Lamb,” but to themſelves 
be glory for ever and ever. 


It were ealy to proceed to a vaſt length, and to mention 
a multitude of difficulties, which I venture to call abſurdi- 
ties, connected with the ſcheme of univerſal reſtoration, 
viewed in any poſlible point of light. But I forbear at 
. and beg it as a favour of Mr. W. that in his next 

emarks, he will pleaſe to be explicit, and tell us fairly in 
what point of light he wiſhes to place this great object, 
that we may be ſure we meet him on his own ground, and 
do not ſpend time or labour in vain. 


In P. 53, 54. Mr. W. mentions ſeveral paſſages of 
Scripture, to which he ſeems to think the doctrine of Eter- 
nal-puniſhment cannot be reconciled. But as in moſt other 
caſes, he does not give any comment or proof whatſoever. 
I profeſs I cannot fee the difficulty. Yet ſuppoſing there 
were a difficulty on theſe, or ſome other paſſages, what then? 
Are we never to believe a plain expreſs doctrine of Scrip- 
ture, unleſs we can perfectly reconcile it to every paila 
in the Bible, and anſwer every query, or ſolve every uf. 
culty which men of ingenuity are able to ſuggeſt? At this 
rate, I firmly believe that nine-tenths of the chriſtian world, 
muſt turn Deiſts, and that Mr. W. and myſelf would cer- 
tainly be among the number. It is my ardent wiſh that 
this fact were more cloſely conſidered by all chriſtians, than 


it a to be. 
appear 2 
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As to theſe ſuppoſed difficulties, you know, Sir, it is his 
province to ſtate them in a fair and candid manner. The 
purport of the paſſages to which he here refers has been 
hinted at in a former letter. 

He here lays down ſeveral pofitions which he calls 
plain truths ;” and fays theſe are taught in the paſſages he 
mentions. Now what can one do in ſuch a caſe as this? 
He frequently mentions difficulties; but he ſeldom ſtates 


them that we may fee what they are. He talks of things 


that are taught in theſe and the other paſſages ; but hard] 
ever attempts to prove that theſe things are taught in thoſe 
paſſages. He can never expect that other people ſhould 
ou out his difficulties. I am fare I have no perſonal re- 
ntment againſt this Author; but I do think it my duty to 
obſerve, that among the few writers whoſe performances I 
have peruſed, I do not reculle& one who appears to me ſo 
unwilling to come to the light, and to appear on fair 
ground as Mr. W. I do not mean in declaring his ſenti- 
ments; but in ſupporting them, and in remarking on thoſe 
who differ from him. I ſpeak without reſerve ; and ſin- 
cerely wiſh, that theſe obſervations may provoke him to 
produce and to ſtate fairly his © poſitive and repeated aſſer- 
tions,” and his “clear and expreſſive language,” in favour _ 
of his hypotheſis, the next time he writes. 


As to the paſſages here in queſtion, and the ſix poſitions, 
which he calls « plain truths,” and ſays they are taught in 
theſe paſſages; he knows very well, that there are very few 
people in the world, beſides himſelf, who can find theſe 
* plain truths,” in the paſſages he mentions. Ought he 
not then to have taught us how we may find them there ? 
To ſay „they are taught there in the plaineſt manner,” 
without proof, is ſaying nothing to the purpoſe. Other 

ople deny it, and fay thoſe paſſages teach no ſuch things. 
Bur you know, Sir, no reaſonable man will require an op- 
ponent to prove a negative. I, for one, ſay, on the con- 
trary, that there is not one of his plain truths,” except the 
laſt, taught in theſe paſſages, nor in any other paſſages of 
the Bible, cither plainly or darkly. Does Mr. W. mean 
to go on the ground of © poſitive aſſertion, and expreſs lan | 
guage,” and to ſay they are expreſſed there? He _ not, 
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I am perſuaded, pretend that they are. If he mean to go 
on the ground of implication, he ought to ſhew us, by al- 
lowed rules of interpretation, and deduction, how to come 
at theſe «plain truths.” We can then either accede or 
diſſent as evidence directs. 


I think men of candour and impartiality will excuſe me 
in obſerving, that in the overflowings of that ſelf-impor- 
tance, of which this Author appears to be always brim-full ; 
he talks, in the beginning of his Remarks, of «ſpending a 
few minutes” upon it. 


At the end he is pleaſed to ſay, that he has * ſpent but 
little more than one aftern99n upon it.“ I ſubmit to your 
conſideration, Sir, whether it would not have been worth 
his while to have ſpent another afternoon in reviſing what 
he had written. That I join with him in “ ſeeking not 
victory, but truth,” will, I hope, appear to the impartial 
reader; who will undoubtedly obſerve that J have paſſed 
over ſeveral things contained in his remarks; on which: 
victory might have been eaſily obtained; but truth did not 
ſeem to be ſo immediately concerned in them. That God 
may abundantly bleſs you, Mr. W. and every other friend 
of religion, however diſtinguiſhed, is the unſfeigned with, 
and ardent prayer of, 


Rev. and dear Sir, 
Your's ever, 


D. TAYLOR, 
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IE © Obſervations on the Rev. Mr. FulLsx's Reply to 
pdDamanxxngoros, or a further attempt, to prove, that the 
* upiperſal Invitations of the Goſpel, are founded on the 

* be LG: of Divine Love, and the Death of Jeſus Chriſt, 
as the P. mation for the Sins of the whole World. In 
to a Friend. Second Edition, 18. 
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